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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
5/12/2008 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 33 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to 
cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent 
form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 33 depends on claim 1 1 , and 
requires that the polysulfone and elastomeric polymer form a polymer blend. Claim 1 1 
requires that the polysulfone and elastomeric polymer form a conjugate. Accordingly, 
claim 33 does not further limit claim 1 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 11 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
US 5,221,724 to Li etal. 

Li teaches block copolymers for use in coating vascular prosthesis. Abstract, 
col. 3. The block copolymer has a thermoplastic siloxane block (claim 1) and another 
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block that, in embodiments enumerated in claim 14, is a polysulfone (claim 14 teaches 
the use of diaminodiphenyl sulfone as a monomer of the second block). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 11 - 14, 33, 38 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US 2005/0129731 to Horres et al for reasons of record and those 
discussed below. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments have been fully considered, but are not persuasive. 
Applicants argue that the instant independent claim 1 1 , from which the other claims 
ultimately depend, is now drawn to conjugates of polysulfones and elastomeric 
polymers, whereas Horres teaches blends of these. With regard to claim 33, this claim 
is improperly dependant and reads on polymer blends. As Horres teaches polymer 
blends, Horres clearly reads on claim 33. With regard to the remaining claims, the 
specification defines the term "conjugate" on page 5. Notably, "conjugates" are not 
limited to two materials that are directly chemically bound but also include materials that 
are associated through, inter alia, ionic interactions, hydrogen bonding, or van der 
Waals interactions. Horres suggests polysulfones blended with elastomers such as 
poly(meth)acrylate, PEG, and butylacrylate. It is noted that polysulfones, by definition, 
contain oxygen atoms. (Meth)acrylates have an acidic hydrogen that will interact with 
oxygen atoms of polysulfones by hydrogen bonding in a blend. If the polysulfone is 
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ionic, then it will also interact by ionic interactions. Furthermore, van der Waals forces, 
which include dipole-induced dipole interactions are present between all materials that 
are mixed or blended on a molecular level (as the polymers in Horres) and which have 
dipoles. The sulfone and (meth)acrylate polymers of Horres have dipoles, and so when 
these are blended, they interact by at least dipole-induced dipole interactions. Because 
the instant Application defines molecules having such interactions as "conjugates", 
Horres does teach "conjugates" as that term is defined in the specification. 

Conclusion 

No claims are allowed. 

Claims 35 - 37 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric E. Silverman, PhD whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5549. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday 7:00 
am to 5:00 pm and Friday 7:00 am to noon. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Hartley can be reached on 571 272 0616. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Eric E Silverman, PhD/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 1618 



